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Smninary of Record of Interview Requiremen 
Manual of Patent Examining Procedure (MPEP), Section 713.04, Substance of interview Must be IVIade of Record 

A complete written statement as to the substance of any face-to-face, video conference, or telephone interview with regard to an application must be made of record in the 
application whether or not an agreement with the examiner was reached at the interview. 

Titie 37 Code of Federal Reguiations (CFR) § 1.133 interviews 

Paragraph (b) 

In every instance where reconsideration is requested in view of an inten/iew with an examiner, a complete written statement of the reasons presented at the interview as 
wan-anting favorable action must be filed by the applicant. An interview does not remove the necessity for reply to Office action as specified in §§ 1 . 111 , 1 . 1 35. (35 U.S.C. 1 32) 

37 CFR §1 .2 Business to be transacted in writing. 
All business with the Patent or Trademark Office should be transacted in writing. The personal attendance of applicants or their attorneys or agents at the Patent and 
Trademark Office is unnecessary. The action of the Patent and Trademark Office will be based exclusively on the written record in the Office. No attention will be paid to 
any alleged oral promise, stipulation, or understanding in relation to which there is disagreement or doubt. 




The action of the Patent and Trademark Office cannot be based exclusively on the written record in the Office if that record is itself 
incomplete through the failure to record the substance of interviews. 

It is the responsibility of the applicant or the attorney or agent to make the substance of an interview of record in the application file, unless 
the examiner indicates he or she will do so. It Is the examiner's responsibility to see that such a record is made and to correct material inaccuracies 
which bear directly on the question of patentability. 

Examiners must complete an Interview Summary Form for each interview held where a matter of substance has been discussed during the 
interview by checking the appropriate boxes and filling in the blanks. Discussions regarding only procedural matters, directed solely to restriction 
requirements for which interview recordation is otherwise provided for in Section 812.01 of the Manual of Patent Examining Procedure, or pointing 
out typographical errors or unreadable script in Office actions or the like, are excluded from the interview recordation procedures below. Where the 
substance of an interview is completely recorded in an Examiners Amendment, no separate Interview Summary Record is required. 

The Interview Summary Form shall be given an appropriate Paper No., placed in the right hand portion of the file, and listed on the 
"Contents" section of the file wrapper. In a personal interview, a duplicate of the Form is given to the applicant (or attorney or agent) at the 
conclusion of the interview. In the case of a telephone or video-conference Interview, the copy is mailed to the applicant's correspondence address 
either with or prior to the next official communication. If additional correspondence from the examiner is not likely before an allowance or if other 
circumstances dictate, the Fomi should be mailed promptly after the interview rather than with the next official communication. 

The Fomn provides for recordation of the following infomnation: 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

- Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 

- Name of parti cipant(s) (applicant, attorney or agent, examiner, other PTO personnel, etc.) 

- An indication whether or not an exhibit was shown or a demonstration conducted 

- An identification of the specific prior art discussed 

- An indication whether an agreement was reached and if so, a description of the general nature of the agreement (may be by 
attachment of a copy of amendments or claims agreed as being allowable). Note: Agreement as to allowability is tentative and does 
not restrict further action by the examiner to the contrary. 

- The signature of the examiner who conducted the interview (if Fomn is not an attachment to a signed Office action) 

It is desirable that the examiner orally remind the applicant of his or her obligation to record the substance of the interview of each case. It 
should be noted, however, that the Interview Summary Fonri will not normally be considered a complete and proper recordation of the interview 
unless it includes, or is supplemented by the applicant or the examiner to include, all of the applicable items required below conceming the 
substance of the interview. 

A complete and proper recordation of the substance of any interview should include at least the following applicable items: 

1) A brief description of the nature of any exhibit shown or any demonstration conducted, 

2) an identification of the claims discussed, 

3) an identification of the specific prior art discussed, 

4) an identification of the principal proposed amendments of a substantive nature discussed, unless these are already described on the 
Interview Summary Fonm completed by the Examiner, 

5) a brief identification of the general thrust of the principal arguments presented to the examiner, 

(The identification of arguments need not be lengthy or elaborate. A verbatim or highly detailed description of the arguments is not 
required. The identification of the arguments is sufficient if the general nature or thrust of the principal arguments made to the 
examiner can be understood in the context of the application file. Of course, the applicant may desire to emphasize and fully 
describe those arguments v^^ich he or she feels were or might be persuasive to the examiner.) 

6) a general indication of any other pertinent matters discussed, and 

7) if appropriate, the general results or outcome of the interview unless already described in the Interview Summary Fomn completed by 
the examiner. 

Examiners are expected to carefully review the applicant's record of the substance of an interview. If the record is not complete and 
accurate, the examiner will give the applicant an extendable one month time period to correct the record. 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 

If the claims are allowable for other reasons of record, the examiner should send a letter setting forth the examiner's version of the 
statement attributed to him or her. If the record is complete and accurate, the examiner should place the indication, "Interview Record OK" on the 
paper recording the substance of the interview along with the date and the examiner's initials. 
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Amendmep ^g riaims; ^^0^0 3^^^ 

The foUowiug listmg of claims will replace all prior versions, and listings, of claims in 
the application: 

1 . (Currently Amended) A method for processing anti-aliased images 
comprising: 

^oracterizing comparing at least one image portion of an anti-aliased inpvX 
itnage^Bsmg^gamst one or more loose-templates to produce a comparison image : and 

processing the charact e riz e d compariison image to-agee t determine whether a 
f^nrmifi imflg a match condition is satisfied , 

2. (Currently Amended) The method of claim 1 , wherein the step of processing 
controls at least one or more line-widths of the se con d comparison image. 

3. (Currently Amended) The method of claim 1 , wherein the step of 
chnmctorigin g comparing the anti-ahased image includes: 

extractin g the at leas t one or mor e image portion s portion from the anti-aliased 
input image; and 

performing a pattern matching operation between at least one loose-template 
an d the at least one image portion to produce a screen containing at least one or more 
features. 

4. (Currently Amended) The method of claim 3, wherein the step of 
ohnmot e rizin p comparing further includes arbitrating between at least two or more features in 
the screen. 

5. (Currently Amended) ^^he-A method-o#^lai& 4 for processing anti-aliased 
imaf^es- comprising: 

characterizing an anti-aliased input image using one or more loose-templates: 



A 
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processing the characterized image to affect a second image, w herein the step 

of characterizing the anti-aliased image includes: 

extracting one or more image portions from the anti-aliased inpu t image: and 

perfoiming a pattern matching operation between at least one loose-template 

and at lea^t one image portion to produce a screen containing at least one or more features, 
wherein the step of characterizing further includes arbitr ating between at least two or more 
features in the screen, and t he step of arbitrating effectively eUminates at least one feature, 
^ 6, (Currently Amended) ^J^Ametho d of claim 4j'pr processing anti-aliased 
images, comprising: 

characterizing an anti-aliased i nput imag e using one or more loose-templates: 

PROPOSED 

processing the characterized image to affect a second image, w herei n the step 

of characterizing the anti-aliased image includes: 

extracting one or more image portions from the anti-aliased input image: and 

peifoiming a pattern matchin g operation between at least one loose-template 



and at least one image portion to produce a screen containing at least one or more features, 
wherein the step of characterizing flirther includes arbitrating between at least two or more 
features in the screen, and the step of aibitrating produces a new feature. 
^ 7. (Currently Amended) ^fhe-A metho d of claim 4 for processing anti-aliased 
images, comprising 

characterizing an anti-aliased input image using one or more loose-templates: 

and 

processing the characterized image to affect a second im age, wherei n the step 

of characterizing the anti-aliased image includes: 
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Derfonning a pattern matching operation between at least one loose-template 

and at least one image portion to produce a screen containing at least one or more features. 

wherein the step of characterizing fiirtfaer includes arbitrating between at least two or more 

features in the screen, and the step of characterizing further includes arbitrating between at 

least two or more screens, 

8. (Currently Amended) The method of claim 1, wherein the step of 
characterizi ng comparing further includes producing one or more feature vectors, 

9. (Currently Amended) The method of claim 1, wherein the sooon d_ compari$on 
image is an anti-aliased image. 

10. (Currently Amended) The method of claim 1, wherein the step of 
charaotoria e g comparing includes reducing a resolution of at least a portion of the 
anti-aliased input image. 

1 1 . (Original) The method of claim 1 0, further comprising coi^Sng'the 
anti-aliased image portion to at least one template. 

1 2. (Currently Amended) The method of claim 2, wherein controlling the 
line-width of at least one of the one or more lines of the sooon d comparison image includes 
controlling a growth of the at least one line-width. 

13. (Original) The method of claim 12, wherein controlling the line-widths uses at 
least a look-up table, 

14. (Currently Amended) An apparatus for processing images comprising: 
at least one or mor e looao tomplatos loose-template : and 

a control device that-aifeet g produces a s e con d comparison image based on 
comparing th e at least on e or moro loosc - t e mplatog an d loose-temp late agamst an anti-aliased 
imag e to determine whether a match condition is satisfied . 
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1 5 . (Currently Amended) The apparatus of claim 1 4, wherein the control device 
controls at least one or more line-widtiis of the-&eeeHd_coinBarison image. 

16. (Currently Amended) The apparatus of claim 14, further comprising: 
a windowing device that extracts one or more image portions from the 

anti-aliased image; and 

a pattern matching device that performs at least one pattern matching operation 
between the at least one loose-template and at least one anti-aUased image portion to produce 
a screen containing at least one or more features. 

17. (Original) The apparatus of claim 16, further comprising an arbitration device 
that arbitrates between at least two or more features in the screen. 

18. (Currently Amended) Tbe-ArT^apparatu s - of claim 17 for processing images, 

PROPOSIil 

one or more loose-templates: ■ l^Vbfif 
a control device that aflFects a s er^nd im age based on the one or more 



loose-tem plates and an anti*aliased image: 

a windowing device that extracts one or more image portions from the 

anti-aliased hnage; 

a pattern m atchmf y device that performs at least one nattem matching operation 

between at least one loose-template and at least one anti-aliased image portion to produce a 
screen containing at least one or more features: and 

an arbitration device that arbitrates between at least two or more features in the 

screen, wherein the arbitration device effectively eliminates at least one feature. 

19. (Currently Amended) ^fbe-An apparatu s of claim 17 for processing images, 
combrising: 
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a control device that affects a second image based on the one or more 



loose-templates and an anti-aHased_i mage; 

a windowing device that extracts one or more image po rtions from the 

flnfi-aliased image: 

^ a pattern matching device that perfomis at least one pat tern matching operation 

between at least one loose-template and at least one anti-a liased image portion to produce a 
gf^rpRTi rnntainin g at least one or more features: and 

an arbitration device that arbitrates between at least two o r more features in the 

screen, w herein arbitration device produces a new feature. 

20. (Currently Amended) J^^Ari^apparatus of oloim 17 for processing images. 

comprising: 

one or more loose-templates: ^^0^0^^^ 

a control device that affects a second image based on the one or more 

loose-templates and an anti-aliased image; 

a windowing device that extracts one or more image portions from the 

anti-aliased image: 

a pattern matching device that performs at least one pattern m atchiTip o peration 

between at least one loose-template and at least one anti-aliased image portion to produce a 
.oTTftpn rr>ntainiTi g at least one or more features: and 

an arbitration device Aat arbitrates between at least two or more features in the 

screen, wherein the arbitration device further arbitrates between at least two or more screens. 

21, (Original) The ^paratus of claim 14, wherein the control device prodxices one 
or more feature vectors based on the anti-aliased input image and one or more 
loose-templates. 
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22. (Currently Amended) The apparatus of claim 14, wherein the-see^ 
comparison image is a second anti-alias^ image. 

23. (Original) The apparatus of claim 14, wherein the windowing device reduces 
a resolution of at least a portion of the anti-aliased image. 

24, (Cuirently Amended) A method for processing anti-aliased images 

comprismg: PROPOSED 

fi haraotorizing comparing at least one image portion of an anti-aEasra mput 

iTpagro nnir>^ {ip;giiTist one or more loose-template s to produce a comparison image> each 

loose-template having a plurality of image elements, wherein at least one of the image 

elements has a range greater than one; and 

processing the charact e riz e d comparison image to aiT e c t determine whether a 

fi e cond imag e^atch condition is satisfied . 

25, (Currently Amended) An ^aratus for processing images comprising: 
one or more loose-templates each having a plurality of image elements, 

wherein at least one image element lias a range greater than one; and 

a control device that-ttfifee tejroduces a s econ d comparison image based on 
comparing th e at least one or mor e loos e templates - an d loose-template against an anti-aliased 



iTTiag e to determine whether a ihatch condition is satisfied 



26, J (New) The method of claim 1, wherein the step of determining includes: 
determining a characteristic relation between the at least one portion of the 
comparison image and the template to produce a characteristic detemiination; 

comparing the characteristic detemiination against a template threshold; and 
determining whether the characteristic determination satisfies a template 
comparison condition based on comparing against tihe template threshold. 
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27, (New) The method of claim 26, wherein at least one of the one or more 
loose-templates contains a plurality of template elements, and the template threshold contains 
a uniform threshold value for the plurality of template elements, 

28, (New) The method of claim 26, wherein at least one of the one or more 
loose-templates contains a pIuraKty of template elements, and the template threshold contains 
a coiresponding threshold values for each template element of the plurality of template 

elements. ^i^O^O^l^ 

29, rNew) The apparatus of claim 14, wherein the control device includes: 
a relating device that determines a characteristic relation between the at least 

one portion of the comparison image and the template to produce a characteristic 
determination; 

a comparing device that compares the characteristic determination against a 

template threshold; and 

a satisfying device tloat determines whether the characteristic determination 
satisfies a template comparison condition based on comparing against the template threshold. 

30, (New) The apparatus of claim 29, wherein at least one of the one or more 
loose-templates contains a plurality of template elements, and the template threshold contains 
a uniform threshold value for the plurality of template elements. 

31, (New) The apparatus ofclaim 29, wherein at least one of the one or more 
loose-templates contains a plurality of template elements, and the template threshold contains 
a corresponding threshold values for each template element of the pluraUty of template 
elements. 
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